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DETAILED ACTION 

Priority 

1. Receipt is acknowledged of papers submitted under 35 U.S.C. 1 19(a)-(d), which papers 
have been placed of record in the file. However, an English translation of the foreign application 
CN 200410015306.0 has not been received. 

Specification 

2. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: the specification 
discloses a non-powered carriage for pets. However, it also discloses the non-powered carriage 
being connected to a human powered device. The non-powered carriage being connecting to a 
human powered device would make the carriage powered. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 2, 3 and 5 contain unnecessary capitalization of words such as "Wheels" (claim 
2), "Top Cover" (claim 3), "Flat Board", "Floor" and "Hole" (claim 5), "Pets" (claim 6) and "Pets" 
(claim 8). 

4. Claims 2 and 6 recite the limitation of at least two wheels fixed under the floor. However, 
the drawings only show two wheels fixed under the floor. 

5. Claim 3 recites the limitation of the top cover being made of transparent or non- 
transparent material. The criticality of the transparency of the top cover is questioned, as it can 
be transparent or non-transparent. 

6. The wording of claim 4 is confusing. It is suggested that "a top tent is over" be changed 
to -- and further comprising a top tent is over-. 



Application/Control Number: 10/597,721 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3643 

7. Claims 6 and 8, line 4 should be changed from "... said boards..." to —said side boards- 
to maintain the continuity of the claims. 

8. The wording of claim 6 is confusing. It is suggested that "handled for pushing" be 
changed to -- and a handle hand l ed for pushing-. 

9. Claim 7 recites the limitation of three wheels fixed under the floor. However, the 
drawings only show two wheels fixed under the floor. 

10. Claim 7, line 2 should be changed from "the number of said wheel" to - and the number 
of said wheels-. 

1 1 . The specification is objected to as failing to provide proper antecedent basis for the 
claimed subject matter. See 37 CFR 1.75(d)(1) and MPEP § 608.01 (o). Correction of the 
following is required: claim 10 recites the limitation of the driving device being powered by a 
storage battery. However, this is not disclosed by the specification. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

12. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

13. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the 
enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not described in the 
specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it 
is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the invention. Claim 10 recites the limitation of the 
driving device being powered by a storage battery. However, it is undisclosed by the 
specification how the storage battery is used to power the driving device, how the storage 
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battery is connected to the driving device in a way which would enable it to be used efficiently. 
The spec does not enable one to make or use the storage battery to power the driving device. 

14. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

15. Claims 6-10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

16. Claims 6 and 8, line 5 claims "a hole on floor". It is unknown if this is the floor previously 
claimed or a new floor. 

17. Claims 8 and 9 recite the limitation of the non-powered carriage having a driving device 
with three wheels. However, it is unclear as to which elements of the non-powered carriage the 
driving device is. 

18. Claim 8 recites the limitation of a non-powered carriage for pets comprising a driving 
device. However, claim 8 also recites the limitation of the driving being a human powered 
device. The human powered driving device being part of the non-powered carriage would make 
the carriage a powered device. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

19. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

20. Claims 1-3, 5, 6 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Roy 
US 6,267,080. 



Application/Control Number: 10/597,721 Page 5 

Art Unit: 3643 

21 . Regarding claim 1, Roy discloses a non-powered environment-protective sightseeing 
carriage comprising wheels (21), a compartment having a floor (4), side boards (Roy, Figure 3), 
a top cover (14), vessels for food and water provided in the compartment (Roy, column 2: lines 
1 7-1 8), a hole (8) on the floor whit a dropping tray (15) under it, with at least one of the side 
boards being transparent (Roy, column 4: lines 26-31). 

22. Regarding claim 2, Roy further discloses the number of wheels being two (Roy, Figure 
3). 

23. Regarding claim 3, Roy further discloses the top cover being made of transparent or 
non-transparent material (Roy, column 4: lines 26-31). 

24. Regarding claim 5, Roy further discloses a flat board (19) may be put on said floor and 
said hole (Roy, column 4: lines 6-11). 

25. Regarding claim 6, Roy discloses a non-powered environment-protective sightseeing 
carriage comprising a compartment defined by a floor (4), side boards (Roy, Figure 3), with at 
least one of the side boards being transparent (Roy, column 4: lines 26-31), a top cover (14) 
located on the tops of the boards, vessels for food and water provided on said floor (Roy, 
column 2: lines 17-18), a hole (8) on the floor with a dropping tray (15) under it, two wheels (21) 
fixed under the floor, handled (24) for pushing fixed on the floor. 

26. Regarding claim 8, Roy discloses a non-powered environment-protective sightseeing 
carriage comprising a compartment defined by a floor (4), side boards (Roy, Figure 3), with at 
least one of the side boards being transparent (Roy, column 4: lines 26-31), a top cover (14) 
located on the tops of the boards, vessels for food and water provided on said floor (Roy, 
column 2: lines 1 7-18), a hole (8) on the floor with a dropping tray (1 5) under it, and a driving 
device (considered 21) powered by human foot (in that the device is pushed with the handlebar 
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and wheels by a walking human)(Roy, column 3: lines 52-55) fixed under said floor (as best 
understood). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

27. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

28. Claim 4 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Roy US 6,267,080 
in view of Leader et al US 5,1 13,793. 

29. Regarding claim 4, Roy further discloses the top cover being made of transparent 
material (Roy, column 4: line 26-31 ). Roy does not disclose a top tent. Leader et al. discloses a 
pet carriage with a top tent (2) covering a top cover (21). It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the device of Roy to include a top 
tent, as taught by Leader et al., so that the pet and device would be protected from elements 
such as rain and sun. 

30. Claims 7 and 9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Roy US 
6,267,080. 

31 . Regarding claims 7 and 9, Roy further discloses one of the side boards having a small 
door (5). Although Roy discloses two wheels (21), three wheels are not disclosed. However, the 
examiner takes official notice that tri-wheeled carriages are known in the art (as evidenced by 
US 6,913,271; US 5,344,171; US 4,796,565). Furthermore, it has been held that mere 
duplication of the essential working parts of a device involves only routine skill in the art. St. 
Regis Paper Co. v. Bemis Co., 1 93 USPQ 8. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
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in the art at the time of the invention to modify the number of wheels of Roy depending on the 
amount of wheels that would allow the device to be easily and stably rolled. 

32. Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Roy US 
6,267,080 in view of Palmer US 4, 1 1 3,043. 

33. Regarding claim 10, Roy discloses the device of claim 8 but does not disclose the 
driving device being powered by a storage battery. Palmer teaches a carriage (260) with a 
driving device powered by a storage battery (26). The battery powering the driving device would 
lessen the amount of human foot power required to propel the device. It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the driving device 
of Roy with a storage battery, as taught by Palmer, to predictably reduce the manual exertion 
required to propel the device. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner 
should be directed to Kristen C. Hayes whose telephone number is 571-270-3093. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday, 7:00-5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Peter Poon can be reached on (571)272-6891. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you 
would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



KCH 

16 July 2008 



/Rob Swiatek/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3643 



